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Yet repeatedly you gave sworn assurances to courts of need to- withhold, knowing all along 
that what you were denying to tjc was not being withheld under the law but was being with- 
held from me while it was and had been in the possession of others. 

Copies of the transcripts I sought in C.A. 73-1448 are missing. They were classified 
3?T0P SECRET.'* You denied them to me knowing others have them. 

Among the other national treasures for which you cannot account are the original notes 
the autopsy of the assassinated President. 1 have a chain of possession on them to 
Admiral Burkley. For years you denied aa Admiral Berkley ; s records under spurious claims. 
I have not seen all that was transferred to the Archives through him so I am now asking 
you if these records and materials include these notes or any other records X have sought 
and have not obtained for so many years and after so much effort. 

The three short memos from Richard Yawter to you of early 1972 are illustrative of the 
utter meaning lessaess to which you have reduced the appeals process. In two of them he, 
the supposed appeals officer, asks you to act on the appeal X have made from y our refusal. 

is supposed to be the appeals officer, not you . In one he even asks you to draft what 
will be signed by the Assistant Adminis trator for Administration, the last word before 
court. This makes a seckery of the entire appeals process. 

I recall very well the phone call ha made and refers to under date of February 16, 1972. 

Re did not want to deal with issues. He did not want to discuss the existence and records 
and whether or not they could properly be withheld. All he wanted me to do was stop try- 
ing to get records so ha would have no problems. He practically begged me to go to court 
so he would have no appeals to cone to his desk, even i£ you acted for him. 

I do not think the Congress enacted FOIA for bureaucrats to force unnecessary litigation 
upon the courts. You and I can look back on enough such cases. 

Hr. Johnson’s two memos on the Intraservica Memorandum and Endorsement fora, both of Octo- 
ber 1969, get as back to Arlen Specter and the others who merely took the records copies 
of which I sought and saae of which X still do not have. You were using the lawyers to 
cook up more excuses for not giving me public information, knowing all the time that 
others had precisely the saae information and that neither you nor anyone else in the 
government exercised any responsibility or made any effort to recover any of it. It Is 
beyond my present capacity to search my old records for the letters referred to. You did 
not attach copies. But I’d be surprised if they did not deal with what in some cases is 
now available and once examined shows neither basis nor need for withholding that is not 
outside the Act, a desire to prevent official embarrassment. 

My recollection of your testimony before the Abzug subaoaaaittae may not be precise but I 
do believe that you assured the Congress, under oath, that you do seek to obtain copies 
of missing records. The record you have jufit provided me is not at all consistent with 
such testimony , Nor is ray experience. 

This is ■quite a record for you, especially if you are still chairman of the interagency 
review cossmittee for the entire government. 

It is a record of how the bureaucracy frustrates acts of Congress and denies public 
information. 

I would like to know how you could bring yourself to take all those actions, make all 
those decisions, sign all those affidavits including attesting to national-defense need 
in withholding records from ne while knowing there were countless copies already in 
private peas ass ion and that ^Seyou were doing was denying me what others of opposite 
view already had. Especially with records classified "TOP SECRET*’ nissing as of last 
year, in my C.A. 75-1448. 

In connection with that case, the CIAhas since then made many records available. These 
include records on s number of defectors. This leads me to ask if you continue to with- 
hold from me in the transcripts what the CIA has made available in other form. 

Thera is another possibility of which I think you should be aware. X refer to it briefly 
above. It is also relevant in C.A. 75—1448 and to votir affirmations in it. 
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It is ay information that the same Edward J . Epstein has been given access to information 
denied ®e and has been considerably enriched in the process. I understand that he has 
been ^ given aa advance of a half -million dollars by Readers Digest to do a hook in which 
e will say that Oswald and the KGB killed President Kennedy. It is my understanding 
that the Project director is John Barron, the same man who was fed the contents of a" 
pro CIA book titled KG3, also published by Readers Digest. I have read Barron’s book, 
it is obvious that his sources had to have been the same federal agencies who deny 
information to those who do not balieve and do not writs as Barron does. 


The puolie press has carried numerous accounts of Epstein’s paying $5,000 for interviews 
Normally, writers never do this and indeed few can afford to. 


I also understand that Epstein has interviewed Igor Nosenko. You are aware, of course 
that without the CIA arranging this it is impossible. You should also be aware that ’ 
this once again gives the sycophant Epstein, whose writing is what the federal agencies 
li,ce, access to what you have denied me by an affidavit in which you have sworn that 
the national security requires this of you. 


Yours truly. 


Harold Weisberg 



